
N ay 8, 1 9 8 9 LB 769

S ENATOR LABEDZ: Th a n k y o u .

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Nr. P r e s i d e n t .

PRESIDENT: Just a moment, please. Well, as difficult as it has
been presented, it is difficult to make a decision. I'm going
t o r u l e t h at i t was f i l ed i n du e t i me , Senator Labedz's motion.
New wh e t he r o r no t we t ook it up i s unclear and what the
conversations were between Senator Labedz and th e Cl e r k as to
when it should be brought up,or if our congestion at the time
prevented it from being brought up at that time, but I will rule
that it is . ..it w as f i l e d i n pr ope r t i me . Senato r
Bernard-Stevens, do you wish to overrule?

SENATOR B ERNARD-STEVENS: I just want to clarify, inmy own
mind, the ruling, and the rules that we have. The r u l e s t h a t we
have say that the motion to reconsider needs to be filed on that
day or the next legislative day. Is that correct?

PRESIDENT: Ye s .

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Was there a da t e st amped on t ha t
motion that stated any date earlier than today?

P RESIDENT: As I u nde r s t an d , no, there is not a date on it.

SENATOR BER NARD-STEVENS: So w e hav e no way o f knowing
particularly, officially. Now I understand Senator Rogers pu t
the motion up previously. I understand that. But we have no
way of knowing within the body technically when the motio n wa s
o f f i c i al l y ma d e , d o w e ?

PRESIDENT: That's right.

SENATOR B ERNARD-STEVENS: So, as fa r a s we ' r e c on c e r n e d , i t w a s
not made until this moment simply because if zt were a p r i o r i t y
motion, as soon as the discussionon 769 had b e g un , r e ga rd l e ss
of whether we were involved with the Lindsay amendment or n ot ,
it was a pri ority motion that would have come up i mmedi a t e l y .

PRESIDENT: I don't know whether that is corr ec t or n ot , b u t
what happens sometimes,sometimes this happens and it may have
happened this time and it m ay not h ave, I don 't know, b u t

Is that correct?
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